
kpp l i czL ioR K c .  1,5050, of Dr. and iYrs* Ivan Taylor, as 
amended, pursuant to I1 DCMR 3107.2, for a variance from the 
rear yard requirements (Sub-section 40 -1-1 I to Gonstruct an 
adcli-i-jon to a single-family dwelling in an R-1-13 District at 
prenlises 3221 - 20th Street, M.E., (Square 4220, Lot 54). 

F E A R I N G  DATE: May 10, 1989 
DECISIOK DATE: May 10, 1989 (Bench Decision) 

SUMMARY ORDER 
-1___1--_ --- ~ - 

At the public h e a r i R g ,  the Board detern!inec? that the 
origival advertised variaRce from the allowable lot 
occupancy requirement of Sub-section 403.2 was not necessary 
and that the application complied with the lot occupancy 
XeqUireMentS. 

T h e  Board duly provided flimely notice of the public 
hearing o n  this epplication, by pub1 ica t ion  in the D.C. 
Register, arid by mail to Ab:C 5A arid to owners of property 
withir, 2CQ feet of the site. 

The site of the application is located in Advisory 
Neighborhood Copmission ( "ANC" )  5A. ANC 5 8 ,  which is 
automatically a party to the application, submitted no 
written issues and C G I I C P S T ~ S  related to the application. 

As directed by 11 DCMR 3324.2, the Eoard has rcquired 
the applicant to sat isf i7  the burden of proving the elercents 
which are necessary to establish the case f o r  a variance 
from the strict appl icat iGi-1 of the requirements of 3-1 UCKR 
404.,1, No perzon or entity appeared at the hearing or 
otherwise requested to p a r t i c i p e t e  as a party in this 
proceeding, Accordingly, a decision by the Board to grant 
this appl icaj- ion would nct be adverse to any party. 

Eased upon the record before the Board, the Board 
concludes that the appl lcarr t  has net the burden cf proof, 
pursuant t o  11 DCMR 3107, arid that the requested relief can 
be granted without substantial d e t r i m e n t  to the public good 
arid without substantially impairing the imtcnt , purpose and 
integrity- of the zone p l a n  as embodied in the Zoning 
Regulations and paps. It is therefore ORDERED 'chat the 
appi 5 r a t j -on  is ~ ~ ~ T ~ ~ .  
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Pursuant -  io II DCPiR 33OlJ ?he Board has determined  to 
waive the r e q u i r e m e n t  of 11 DCYR 3331.3  that t h e  order of 
t h e  Board he  accor rpmied  by f i n d i n g s  of f a c t  and conc lus io r s  
of law. The waive r  w i i l  no? p r e j u d i c e  t h e  r i g h t s  of  ariy 
p s r t y ,  and is pot prohibited by law, 

VOTE: 4-G ( P a u l a  L. Jewell, Charles R .  &orris, W i l l i a n !  
F. McIritosh and Carrie 1;. T h o r n h i l l  to 9 r c p - t ;  
Eliiott Carroll no t  p r e s e n t ,  n o t  vc t i r ,g )  

/' 

ATTESTED BY: 

E x e c u t i v e  D i r e c t o r  / 

F I N A I ,  DATE @F ORDER: 

PURSUANT TO D . C .  CODE S E C ,  1.--2521 (19871, S E C T I O N  2 6 7  O F  
D . C .  LAW 2-38 ,  'TI-TE? EiUi?AN R I G H T S  ACT OF 4 9 7 7 ,  THE A F P L I C A N T  
I S  REQUIRE13 TO CONPLY FULLY WITF THE P R O V I S I O N S  CF D.C, LAW 
2-38 ,  AS A ~ ~ ~ N D E D ~  C O D I F I E D  A S  D.C. CODE, TITLE 1, CHAPTER 2 5  
(1987) I AND THIS ORDER I S  C O ~ D I ~ ~ O N ~ ~  UPON FULL COPLPLTANCE 

TO @Op.'!!pLY WLT'TTSI AKY P R O V I S I O N S  O F  D.C, LAW 2 - 3 8 ,  AS ~,~~~~~~ 
WTTE THOSE, P R O V T S I O N S .  THE FAILURE OR REFUSAL O F  APPLICANT 

S€?AItL BE A PRCPER BASIS FOR THE REVOCATION O F  T H I S  OR.DER, 

TElS G R P F R  O F  THE BOARD I S  V A L I D  FOR A P E R T O D  OF SIX MOETPS 
AFTER TFE E F F E C T I V E  DATE OF T H I S  ORDER, UNLESS WIT 'HIPJ  SUCH 
PERIOD APj APPITC'ATTON FOR A BUILDINC P E P P I T  OR CERTXFICATE 
O F  OCCUPANCY I S  F I L E D  WITP TFE ~ ~ P ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ l ~ & ~  OF ~ ~ ) ~ ~ U ~ ~ ~  AND 
REGULATORY AFFAIRS. 


